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the books be issued bound, and on the express condition that thcy shall be dis-
tributcd without. alteration or addition."

1 may state that the Cominittee, at the period referred to. had justified the
circulation of the bible with the AýocrYpha on the ground that their agents
found difllculty in disposing of the bociety's bibles abroad witbout the Apocry-
phal books, deeming it more expedient to dispose of the word of God accora-
panied with the Apocrypha than that its diffusion should be restricted. The
Committee were wrong, and the resolutions contain an linequivocal acknow-
ledgment of their error, but every succeeding Coininittee have been faithful to,
the pled ge given in 1826. To assert or insinuate the contrary is a gross libel.
To test the truth of Mr. Munro's charge of a violation of good faith in this
matter, Mr. Alex. Russell addressed a letter te the Comniittee of the National
Bible Society of Scotland, of whieli Messrs. Sutherland and Munro are sup-

Utrwishînc information. The Rev. Dr. Goold replied at once,
bisconviction that thiere was no ground whiatever for the charge, xet the

Revd. accusers of the association, in the face of the declaration referred to,
persistently and dishonourably adhere te the accusation. Namn ego ilium
,periisse duco cui quidem perili piidor. Do these gentlemen for one moment
imagine tlîat the numerous and influential supporters of the Bible Society in
Scotland could, remain ignorant of so gro&ss an infringrement of one of the
Societv's fundamental rules, or tlîat, on the discovery ofbiad faith on the part of
the Cýmmittee, they would fail to denounce thein publicly ? 1s it, moreover, 1
would ask, at ail probable that thîe people of Scotland should remain ignorant
of a fact that seems so patent te Messis. Sutherland ad Munro? One would
suppose that the means of obtaining information in Scotland on sucli points
ought to be mnore accessible than in the distant province of Nova &cotia. At
any rate, Messrs. Suthierland and Munro in their pamphlet simply tx-li the
publie what they aflirm. tlîey themselves believe without «ivince the grounds, in
regard to the Apocrypha, on whichi their belief is foundel; and in the absence
of hese grounds the public must decline to place any reliance on a statemient
which involves the eharacter of the management of the Bible Society, and
which, is only supported by the dictum of these gentlemen.

As to the Uniiarian Bible, the Society neyer did circulate it, or in any way
give it countenance. Were snicb a proposaI mooted, it would be met by uni-
versai condemnation. As weIl nmight the' Society attempt to circulate David
Humie*,. or Robert Owen's infidel productions with impunity. Hlo% the slander
lias originated 1 know not, but that thie Revd. gentlemen should give it cur-
rency, w~itlîout adducing a %çord of proof, wcre incredible if not given under
their own naines.

The Revd. gentlemen refer to versions of the bible ini the Italian, French,
Portùguese, Spanish, Dutch, and Germnan languages; and in dealing witli '1 the
character of these versions," they considerately say-"l our proosd limîts will
not allow of being very minute in pointing out the difference between the
differcut Roman versions. Neither Nhal tee quote in the langmsqe of tkcse ver-
sions, tehics tould only be a deivi lelter ta the ,qreai bodyq tehom tce adýdres.-. Suck
aS know the Ianquagqes ccsn consit the passaqe referred lofor Mhemeles'" The
simple reader %will 'imagine froîn tliese rernarks tlîa± the two Rev. Autiiors are
masters of the six ]ang-ua.es nanued. Mr. Russell tells us that on a certain
occasion one of themn adinitted that hie could not evea read Frenchi; and 1 have
it on good authority, that they are profoundly ignorant of the very tongues in
wliel the versions which they profess te criticise are rendered. Hence any
opinion which tluey hazard as te the accuracy of the translations is wortliless.
It is to, be hoped that the next time these gentlemen venture te challi nge the
aecuracy of a.ny versions of the bible which they are unable te read, they will
have the candeur to, make an acknowledgmcnt te that efliect, so that the public
ma~y not.give thuen credit for au amount of Iinguistic knowledge to which they


